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] CURRENT  SERIAL  RECORD 

FEDERAL  MILK  MARKET  AMI^STRiTOR 

SPRINGFIELD,  MISSOURI,  :LTRKETIKQ  AREA  . 

STATISTICAL  SUMMARY  FOR  MAY,  1952 

1 % OF  AGRICULTURE 

t== 


May 

1952 

April 

1952 

May 

1951 

Total  Class  I Sales  (lbs.)  a/ 
Total  Class  II  SaLes 

Total  Sales 

6,U66,763 
8,3814,108 
15, 850, 871 

7,726,161 

3,882,723 

11,608,88)4. 

5,087,532 

8,155,296 

13,252,728 

Daily  Class  I Sales  (lbs.) 
In  Marketing  Area 
Outside  Marketing  Area 

Total  Daily  Class  I Sales 

70,795 

137,811 

208,605 

75,6)40 

181,899 

257,539 

i65,iii 

May  Daily  Class  I SaLes  Compared  With: 

-19.0056 

A7.11$ 

Total  Local  Production  (Pounds) 
Milk  From  Outside  Sources  b/ 
Overrun 

15, 706, 538 
lUU, 283 

11,1466,660 
1)42,011 
. 213 

13,151,925 

100,763 

5l 

Total  Milk  Received 

114,850,871 

11,608,88)4 

13,252,728 

Daily  Local  Production 

May  Daily  Production  Compared  With: 

Percent  Local  Production  Is  To  Class  I Sales 
Number  of  Producers 

Daily  Production  of  Milk  Delivered  Per  Farm 

U7U , Uo6 

227.1$ 

1,032 

I46O 

382,222 

/2U.1256 

158,5$ 

1,002 

381 

523,933 

Al.91$ 

258.3$ 

915 

563 

Producer  Average  Butterfat  Test 

5.087$ 

U.159^ 

5.037$ 

Class  I Price 
Class  II  Price 

Average  Blend  Price,  F.O.B.  Plant  (3.5$  B.F.) 

„>5.386 
3.681 
5.00  - 

„>U.509 

3.756 

k._28 

>5.170 

3.390 

1.69 

June  1952  Class  I Price  --------  (A, 311 

Value  of  Local  Production  (3.5$  B.F.) 
Value  of  Production  Per  Farm 

3588,263.52 

570.02 

Mo,  773.05 
R89.79 

v58U, 937.00 
529.99 

Butterfat  Differential  to  Handlers  Class  I 
Butterfat  Differential  to  Handlers  Class  II 
Butterfat  Differential  to  Producers 

8.70 

8.20 

8.20 

9.10 

8.50 

8.50 

8.70 

8.30 

8.30 

Condensery  Pay-Price  (3,5$  B.F.) 
Butter-Powder  Formula  Price 
Non-Fat  Dried  Milk  Solids  Price  c/ 
92-Score  Butter  Price,  Chicago 

.$.681 

3.571-i 

.1575 

.68)43 

■■>3.756 

3.638 

.1562 

.6995 

33.550 

3.578 

.1396 

.69)48 

a/  Does  not  include  sales  made  by  handlers  operating  under  other  Federal  Orders. 
*?/  Includes  milk,  cream,  skim  milk  and  milk  products, 

c/  Average  of  spray  and  roller  process  (per  pound)  F.O.B.  manufacturing  plants, 
Chicago  area. 


Released  June  10,  1952. 


CLASS  I SALES  a/ . , 


Fluid  Milk 

Skin  Milk 

Buttermilk 

Flavored .Milk 

Fluid  Cream  -Under  18$ 

Fluid  Cream  18$' Under  30$ 

Fluid  Cream  30$  and  Over. .. 

Total  Class  I Products 


Sales  Overrun 
Excess  Shrinkage 

Total  Class  .1  Utilization 


May 

April 

1952 

1952_ 

5,562,216 

6,819,396 

70,087 

69,172 

526,906 

5Ui  c.6U8 

133  189 

1297026 

80-239 

75-179 

48  2 48 

455.068 

■ 22  099 

I6y387 

373727  m 

7,69^17^ 

23,779  . 

. 29,985 

6,Ii.66  0 763 

7,726,161 

a/  Does  not  include  sales  made  by  handlers  operating  under  other 
Federal  Orders,’ 


tiffs**  r 


j ^ B R A tx  V / 
1 CURRENT  SERIAL  record 

FEDERAL  MILK  MARKET  ADMINISTRATOR 
SPRINGFIELD , MISSOURI,  MARKETING  ARSA^  AUG  4 - l'j 5^ 

STATISTICAL  SUMMARY  fOR  JUNE,  1952  . 

? : U.  S.  DEPART/vi  fnt  


☆ 


June 

1952 

May 

1932 

— — 

June 

1931 

Total  Class  I Sales  (lbs.)  a/ 
Total  Class  II  Sales 

6,133, 276 
7,732,3 36 

6,366,763 

8,383,108 

3,819,138 
8- 339; 333 

Total  Sales 

13..  8 70,  612 

13, 830; 871 

13,358,30-2 

Daily  Class  -I  Sales  (lbs.) 
In  Marketing  Area 
Outside  Marketing  Area 

67,333 

137,276 

70,793 

137,8.11 

Total  Daily  Class  I Sales 

20)4,609 

208,603 

160,639 

June  Daily  Class  I Sales  Compared  With: 

-1.9252 

/27.371 

Total  Local  Production  (Pounds) 
Milk  From  Outside  Sources  b/ 
Overrun 

13,713,937 

131,822 

3,833 

13,706,388 

133,283 

13,232,792 

72,976 

32,733 

Total  Milk  Received 

13,870,613 

13,830,871 

13,358,302 

Daily  Local  Production 

June  Daily  Production  Compared  With: 

Percent  Local  Production  Is  To  Class  I Sales 
Number  of  Producers 

Daily  Production  of  Milk  Delivered  Per  Farm 

357,163 

2Z3.k% 
1,0  33 

63)4 

373,306 
-3.6 3% 
227  ,k% 
1,032 
360 

331,326 

/3.575C 

273.85C 

925 

377 

Producer  Average  Butterfat  Test 

3.932 % 

3.08752 

3,0 93% 

Class  I Price 
Class  II  Price 

xlverage  Blend  Price,  F.O.B.  Plant  (3,5%  B.F.) 

$3,311 

3.623 

3.93 

33.386 

3.681 

3.00 

33,132 

3.352 

3.63 

July  1952  Class  I Price  - - - $5,163 

Value  of  Local  Production  (3,5%  B.F.) 
Value  of  Production  Per  Farm 

$330,368.32  $388,263.32  $380,979.81 
313.17  370.02  319.98 

Butterfat  Differential  to  Handlers  Class  I 
Butterfat  Differential  to  Handlers  Class  II 
Butterfat  Differential  to  Producers 

8.60 

8.30 

8.30 

8.70 

8.20 

8.20 

8.50 

8.20 

8.20 

Condensery  Pay -Price  (3%5%  B.F.) 
Butter-Powder  Formula  Price 
Non-Fat  Dried  Milk  Solids  Price  c/ 
92-Score  Butter  Price,  Chicago 

;p3.623 

3.389 

.1363 

.6879 

£3.681 

3.373 

.1373 

.6833 

$3,502 

3.325 

.1392 

.6822 

a/  Does  not  include  sales  made  by  handlers  operating  under  other  Federal  Orders, 
b/  Includes  milk,  cream,  skim  milk  and  milk  products, 

c / Average  of  spray  and  roller  process  (per  pound)  F.O.B,  manufacturing  plants, 
Chicago  area. 


Released  July  10,  1952. 


CUSS  I SALES  a/ 


June 

1952 

' May 
‘ 1952 

Fluid  Milk-  . . ,r  . ~ 

Skim  Milk 

Buttermilk 

Flavored  Milk 

Fluid.  Cream  Under  lQ% 

Fluid  Cream  lQ%  Under  30%  " 
Fluid  Cream  30%  and  Over 

- 5,38l,kk?  . . 

68,702, 
k07,285 
133,692 
71,099 

• '31,756  ' 

lk, 875 

5,562,216 
70,087 
5 26 ‘906 

133: 189 

80,239 

U8, 2k 8 
22,099 

Total  Class  I Products 

6,109, 05k 

6,kk2,98k 

Sales  Overrun 

Excess  Shrinkage  ' 

29,222 

23,779 

Total  Olass  I Utilization 

6,138,276 

6,k66,763 

a/  Does  not  include  sale's  made  by  handlers  operating  under 
_ other  Federal  Orders* 


